We prove that, in games in which all the guards move at the same turn, the eternal domination and the clique-connected cover numbers coincide for interval graphs. A linear algorithm for the eternal dominating set problem is obtained as a by-product.
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Figure 1. An interval model I (above) of an interval graph G (below). The labels for the intervals correspond to those in the proof of the Theorem.
G admits a neocolonization of weight θ c (G). By the previous discussion, γ ∞ n,1 (G) ≤ θ c (G) ≤ min{θ(G), γ c (G) + 1}.
Together with γ ∞ n,1 (G) ≤ α(G), the above are some of the elementary bounds that were discovered since the eternal domination problems were introduced in [3] and [4] ; see [6] for an up-to-date review. A nice feature about these inequalities is that they are easy to prove: lower bounds follow from simple greedy attack sequences, while upper bounds are obtained by partitioning G into easy-to-defend subgraphs. None of the inequalities in the chains
holds by equality for all graphs (see [6] ). Yet, equality holds for certain graph classes, e.g.,
when G is a tree [5] . In a recent article, Braga et al. [2] show that γ ∞ n,n (G) = θ(G) for proper interval graphs. In this note we generalize their result by proving that γ ∞ n,n (G) = θ c (G) for all interval graphs. Whereas Braga et al. derive non-trivial lower bounds of γ ∞ n,n (G) for general graphs, we obtain a short proof, similar on spirit to those of the elementary bounds, by restricting our attention to interval graphs.
A graph G is an interval graph when each v ∈ V (G) can be mapped into an interval I(v) of the real line in such a way that v and w are adjacent in G if and Figure 1 ). If no interval of I contains another interval of I, then I is a proper interval model and G is a proper interval graph. Let v(I) denote the vertex of G corresponding to I ∈ I, and v(I ′ ) = {v(I) | I ∈ I ′ } for I ′ ⊆ I. We write s(I) = s and t(I) = t to denote the beginning and ending points of I = (s, t). In other words, v(D p+1 ), . . . , v(D q−1 )  is a connected dominating set of G[v(I i )] and, therefore, ω(v(I i ) 
We remark that if I is proper, then 
